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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

BUDGETEL LICENSING CORPORATION, )
) Opposition No. 91176324
Opposer, )
) Serial No.: 78/239,214
V. ) Mark: BUDGET INN
) (and design)
JSK, LLC, )
)
Applicant )

Commissioner for Trademarks
P.O. BOX 1451
Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

APPLICANT’S ANSWER TO OPPOSITION

A description of Applicant’s Mark and the Application is as follows:

Mark: BUDGET INN (and design)
Serial No.: 78/239,214

Services: Hotel and motel services
Class: 43

Filed: April 17,2003

Filing Basis: I(a)

Date of First Use: April 16, 2003



Applicant (JSK, LLC) by its attorney hereby answers the allegations set forth in

the Notice of Opposition as follows:

1. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 1 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies said

allegations.

2. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 2 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies said

allegations.

3. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 3 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies said

allegations.

4. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 4 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies said

allegations.

5. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 5 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies said

allegations.

6. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 6 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies said

allegations.

7. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 7 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies said

allegations.



8. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 8 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies said

allegations.

0. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 9 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies said

allegations.

10. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 10 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies

said allegations.

11. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 11 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies
said allegations.

12. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 12 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies
said allegations.

13. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 13 of the Notice of Opposition and, therefore, denies
said allegations.

14. Applicant denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 14.

15. Applicant denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 15.

16. Applicant denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 16.



17. Applicant denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 17.

Respectfully submitted, this 21st day of June, 2007

By:  /s/ Wayne R. Grohs
Wayne R. Grohs, Esq.
Richard R. Michaud, Esq.
Michaud-Duffy Group LLP
CenterPoint
306 Industrial Park Road,Suite 206
Middletown, CT 06457-1532
Tel:  (860) 632-7200
Fax: (860) 632-8269
Attorneys for Applicant




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that this APPLICANT’S ANSWER TO OPPOSITION has
been deposited with the United States Postal Service via First Class Mail with postage
prepaid addressed to:

James J. Wolfson, Esq.
GREENBERG TRAURIG

3290 Northside Parkway, Suite 400
Atlanta, Georgia 30327

Date: June 21, 2007

/s/ Wavyne R. Grohs, Esq.




